
Your amxuxt of E. ooJj reeomb&natioa reada wry weAl, and there ia 
not&& in %t that n+33ds cormction, ThEI 1951 C3H 5ynposhl is PGW out, 
arid yoii f0a.y fit~d our pager In It A um3fu.l reaplta3ation, In aonsfderable 
datai&, OS the work tcr that tFme. 

f wou3.d prefer that ppu not expl%citl~ mention unpub~tled work on 
tha oo~npatlbllity factors, aILthough It wouldtg of aours+, bs quita PTXLY 
to keep lt in mind in orienting the dieaussion,The whole thing sbiluld QOPM) 
to 3 he4d it1 the ne.xt yam or so9 but khere ia no wq of td.lAng $aa t how it 
wX4.l. (30~1 out. It look8 as if the polality of the coapatUli~ i’actsrs 
(FW’-) d&m&m 8 w c c romo3om8 Wm. be hi h h &l&i&bed foe. 

1%~ bmm in ckosa aorxwpundmcr with Hayes about th’ ~osalbilitg of 
pNage in 33. cali reoombinationr he ~ibdrrm to be ready $o rstrerrt the fdea 
~CItBgether. 1 think you may perhaps have overemphasized it. ‘&, question of 

the rslationship of transformations or transdua tion to se~~~.I.ity is aleo 
brewing. I@ own fcitcal~ ia tha;t. they ma, not are Par apart: that transducing 
fsators are crhro~osoae fr nCa of lea86r or greater uizb that g& into 
donee c&Z, and ark %ncorporsted into ita &~OUDSOQBBFJ. I& views are suwizod 
%n kh% enaloasd fow pa&s (from a draft of a x%M.ewt Ue@, geneti~e and hereditary 
s;r;\bioaia, going to mys.SoL Rfm.- ~3’ I have tham baok when you’re through). 
Wotid you oare to have me look brifely at pour ohaptsr ii? 

Conaenrfag; prsrtralsrma of fertile atral~, we have 50 now, from about 2000 tssts. 
‘&ere are probably more that were undartected beaause the teeter, W-XL77 is F-, 
but not, 8ay, iawe than twl8e a8 many. 

C.H. Brounhng probably desorrme oredit at& first oonce;ivisrg a rrsiectiva 
tar;% of rsaomktiri8tiom J. P3th. Bmt. E?t266,1908. 
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